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DETAILED ACTION 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since 
this application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 4, and the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous 
Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's 
submission filed on September 21 , 201 1 has been entered. Claims 1,6-10,14- 
16, 18, 20-24 are pending. 



Status of Claims 

Claims 1,6-10,14-16,18, 20-24 are pending in the case. Claims 1 , 1 4, 1 8 
are independent Claims. 

Claims 1, 14, 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. 
Claims 1, 6-10, 14-16, 18, 20-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed September 21 , 2010 have been fully 
considered. See rejection for details. Applicant argued: 

1 ) Regarding Claims amendment "at least three simultaneously displayed 
static panels", Shalit discloses the claimed aspect in FIG. 7. Freeze and 



Application/Control Number: 10/596,901 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2172 

McCollum, Sommer do not disclose the claimed aspect of at least three 
simultaneously displayed static panels, however Sommers discloses the 
aspect of at least two simultaneously displayed static panels in FIGs. 9, 
10, wherein two panels are displayed simultaneously while replacement 
takes place.(Sommers, Abstract, Paragraph 0044). Sommers discloses 
that plurality of menus can be replaced. (Sommers, Paragraph 0044). 
It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to add this feature of three static panels to Sommers plurality of 
menu replacement because this would allow to view three menus 
simultaneously depending on device's screen size, if user's screen size is 
larger it would allow the user to view three menus at same time efficiently. 
2) Regarding Claims amendment of last paragraph, Sommers discloses 
the claimed aspect of replacing first menu, with the second menu and 
second menu with the third menu. (Sommers, Abstract). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 



The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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Claims 1, 14, 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding Claims, 1,14, 18, Last paragrapli of tine Claims state "of the 
currently highlighted item of the first menu", it should be "upon selection of said 
currently highlighted item", because replacement takes only after selection. 
Correction required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject 
matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions 
covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is 



advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and 
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invention dates of eacli claim tliat was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1, 6-10, 14-16, 18, 20, 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable by Shallt et al., US 5,714,971 In view of Freeze, Internet 
Explorer 5, 1999 in further view of McCollum, US 20030112467 in further 
view of Sommer, US 20040100504 . 

Regarding Claim 1 , Shalit discloses the claimed aspect of a system having 
a graphical user interface for navigating through content, the system comprising 
a display having: a navigation history panel wherein navigation history data is 
displayed, and at least a first panel displaying a first menu of a content structure, 
the first menu comprising one or more selectable items, multiple static panel, 
wherein the navigation history data displayed in the history panel is updated with 
reference to the selection of items in the first static panel in FIG. 2D, FIG. 8, 
wherein the ability of navigation through content structure is illustrated. (Shalit, 
FIG. 2D(also navigation history, ARM Support selected in the first panel), Column 
1, lines 49-51, Abstract, Column 9, lines 19-20, FIG. 8, Navigation history). 

Shalit does not specifically teach the claimed aspect of the navigation 
history data provides a reference for at least one of a number of selections in 
accordance with a plurality of criteria, however Freeze discloses the claimed 
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aspect in FIG. 3.5, wherein a navigation liistory panel is illustrated with plurality 
of criteria to display the selected items. (Freeze, Page 30). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to display navigation history by plurality of criteria Shalit's navigation 
history panel, because this would allow the user to filter certain items that the 
user needs. 

Shalit does not specifically disclose the claimed aspect of there exists at 
least one route for navigating ttirougti said content to arrive at the said at least 
first panel, however Freeze discloses the claimed aspect in FIG. 3.5, wherein 
there are option such as Last Week, Monday, Tuesday, Today and user 
navigates from Today to content listing and the user selects a specific content 
from the listing. It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to add this feature to Shalit's first panel because this would allow 
the user to view the information within same panel depending on user's 
preferences. 

Shalit discloses the claimed aspect of first, second, third static panel, at 
least a third panel for displaying a first sub-sub-menu of a currently highlighted 
item of the first sub-menu of the second static pane, at least a second static 
panel/section/area for displaying a first sub-menu of a currently highlighted item 
of the first menu in FIGs. 2 D, 7, 8 wherein static panels are illustrated. Shalit 
and Freeze do not specifically disclose the claimed aspect of first menu in the 
first panel is replaced with the first submenu of the second static panel upon 
selection of said currently highlighted item of the first menu displayed in the first 
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panel, however McCollum discloses the claimed aspect in FIGs. 4C, 4D, 4E, 
wherein once said selection element identifies a sub-element from said first 
plurality of sub-elements, said first plurality of sub-elements shifts to an area 
previously occupied by said first plurality of selectable menu elements and a 
second plurality of sub-elements associated with an identified one of said first 
plurality of sub-elements shifts to an area previously occupied by said first 
plurality of sub-elements. (McCollum, FIGs. 4C, 4D, 4E, Paragraphs 0052, 0053, 
Claim 21). It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to add this feature to Shalits' two panel and Freeze's navigation 
because this would allow to view menus more efficiently on a small screen 
device. 

Shalit, Freeze and McCollum do not disclose the claimed aspect of the 
first sub-menu in the second static panel is replaced with the first sub-sub-menu 
of the third static panel upon selection of said currently highlighted item of the 
first menu displayed in the first panel(sub menus are result of selection an item in 
the first panel), the first sub-sub-menu in third panel is replaced with a sub-sub- 
sub-menu of currently highlighted item of the first sub-sub-menu of the third static 
panel(indication of fourth panel), however Sommer discloses the claimed aspect 
in FIGs. 7, 11, wherein third menu 195 replaces second menu 145, and third 
menu 1 95 is the last menu in a hierarchy scheme of item selection system 1 00, 
second menu space 135 may not include a menu. Specifically, in this 
embodiment, when cursor 190 selects one of the items in third menu 195, the 
selection process is complete, and the user will be able to view the selected 
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movie, play tine selected game, or the like. Nevertheless, when third menu 1 95 
replaces second menu 145, and third menu 195 is not the last menu in the 
hierarchy scheme of item selection system 100, a fourth menu (not shown) may 
replace third menu 195 within second menu space 135. It will readily be 
understood by those of ordinary skill in the art that this replacement process may 
continue until the last menu available to the user is positioned in first menu space 
130. (Sommer, Paragraph 0043). It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to add this concept of third panel displaying 
first-sub-sub menu to Shalit's two panel, Freeze's navigation and McCollum's 
menu replacement 

Shalit discloses the claimed aspect of at least three simultaneously 
displayed static panels in FIG. 7. Freeze and McCollum, Sommer do not disclose 
the claimed aspect of at least three simultaneously displayed static panels, 
however Sommers discloses the aspect of at least two simultaneously displayed 
static panels in FIGs. 9, 10, wherein two panels are displayed simultaneously 
while replacement takes place. (Sommers, Abstract, Paragraph 0044). Sommers 
discloses that plurality of menus can be replaced. (Sommers, Paragraph 0044). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to add this feature of three static panels to Sommers plurality of menu 
replacement because this would allow to view three menus simultaneously 
depending on device's screen size, and this would also allow to view 
simultaneous replacement of three panels/menus, if user's screen size is larger it 
would allow the user to view three menus at same time efficiently. 
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Shalit, Freeze and McCollum do not disclose the claimed aspect of the at 
least first menu of the content structure displayed in the first static panel is 
replaced with the first sub-menu of the currently highlighted item of the first menu 
shown in the second static panel, the replacement of the first static panel being 
performed with the replacement of the first sub-menu shown in the second static 
panel with the first sub-sub-menu of the currently highlighted item of the second 
menu shown in the third static panel. (In this section there are two static panel 
and the first menu is replaced with the second menu, and the second menu is 
replaced with third menu), however Sommer discloses the claimed aspect in 
FIGs. 7, 1 1, wherein second menu replaces the first menu in the first menu 
space. In an embodiment, when the cursor selects the particular item, a third 
menu replaces the second menu in the second menu space. (Sommer, Abstract). 
Furthermore menu 195 replaces second menu 145, and third menu 195 is the 
last menu in a hierarchy scheme of item selection system 1 00, second menu 
space 135 may not include a menu. Specifically, in this embodiment, when 
cursor 190 selects one of the items in third menu 195, the selection process is 
complete, and the user will be able to view the selected movie, play the selected 
game, or the like. Nevertheless, when third menu 1 95 replaces second menu 
145, and third menu 195 is not the last menu in the hierarchy scheme of item 
selection system 100, a fourth menu (not shown) may replace third menu 195 
within second menu space 135. It will readily be understood by those of ordinary 
skill in the art that this replacement process may continue until the last menu 
available to the user is positioned in first menu space 130. (Sommer, Paragraph 
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0043). It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to add this concept of third panel displaying first-sub-sub menu to 
Shalit's two panel, Freeze's navigation and McCollum's menu replacement 



Regarding Claim 6, Shalit, Freeze, McCollum, Sommer teach all of any 
preceding Claims. See the rejection of preceding Claims for details. Shalit 
discloses the claimed aspect of the navigation history data comprises a reference 
to previously selected menu(s) in FIG. 9E, wherein ARM Support and Level-1 is 
illustrated. 

Regarding Claim 7, Shalit, Freeze, McCollum, Sommer teach all of any 
preceding Claims. See the rejection of preceding Claims for details. Shalit 
discloses the claimed aspect of navigation history data is displayed as 
pictograms in FIG. 9E, wherein icons are illustrated next to the items in the first 
panel. 

Regarding Claim 8, Shalit, Freeze, McCollum, Sommer teach all of any 
preceding Claims. See the rejection of preceding Claims for details. Shalit 
discloses the claimed aspect of one or more layered panels show the navigation 
history in FIG. 9E, wherein navigation history is illustrated. 
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Regarding Claims 9 and 10, Shalit, Freeze, IVIcCollum, Sommer teach all 
of any preceding Claims. See the rejection of preceding Claims for details. Shalit 
discloses the claimed aspect of the content structure includes a main menu 
starting point, the navigation history data includes navigation history data starting 
from the main menu starting point in FIG. 9E, wherein Leibniz is the main menu. 

Regarding Claim 14, Claim 14 and Claim 1 is similar in scope and rejected 
under similar rationale. See rejection details for Claim 1 . 

Regarding Claim 15, Shalit, Freeze, McCollum, Sommer teach all of Claim 

14. See the rejection of Claim 14 for details. Shalit discloses the claimed aspect 
of the elements representing navigation history data are active elements in FIG. 
2D, FIG. 8, wherein navigation history is updated is illustrated and first panel has 
an item from the second panel, ARM Support. 

Regarding Claim 16, Shalit, Freeze, McCollum, Sommer teach all of Claim 

15. See the rejection of Claim 15 for details. Shalit discloses the claimed aspect 
of the selection of an active element causes the navigation to revert to the 
selected data in the navigation history data in FIG. 9E, wherein Level-1 is 

selected. 
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Regarding Claim 18, Claim 18 and Claims 1 and 14 are similar in scope 
and rejected under similar rationale. See rejection details for Claims 1 and 14. 

Regarding Claim 20, Claim 20 and Claim 1 are similar in scope and 
rejected under similar rationale. See rejection details for Claim 1 . 

Regarding Claim 21, Shalit, Freeze, McCollum, Sommer teach all of Claim 
1 . See the rejection of Claim 1 for details. Shalit discloses the claimed aspect of 
selection of said currently highlighted item of the first sub- sub-menu displayed in 
the third panel in FIG. 8. Shalit and Freeze do not specifically disclose the 
claimed aspect of the first menu in the first panel is replaced with the first sub- 
menu of the second static panel, however McCollum discloses the claimed 
aspect in FIGs. 4C, 4D, 4E, wherein once said selection element identifies a sub- 
element from said first plurality of sub-elements, said first plurality of sub- 
elements shifts to an area previously occupied by said first plurality of selectable 
menu elements and a second plurality of sub-elements associated with an 
identified one of said first plurality of sub-elements shifts to an area previously 
occupied by said first plurality of sub-elements. (McCollum, FIGs. 4C, 4D, 4E, 
Paragraphs 0052, 0053, Claim 21). It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to add this feature to Shalits' two panel and 
Freeze's navigation because this would allow to view menus more efficiently on a 
small screen device. 
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Shalit, Freeze, McCollum do not specifically disclose the claimed aspect of 
the first sub-menu in the second static panel is replaced with the first sub-sub- 
menu of the third static panel upon selection of said currently highlighted item of 
the first sub-sub-menu displayed in the third panel, wherein the first sub-sub- 
menu in the third panel is replaced with a sub-sub- sub-menu of a currently 
highlighted Item of the first sub-sub-menu displayed in the third panel, however 
Sommer discloses the claimed aspect in FIGs. 7, 1 1 , wherein third menu 195 
replaces second menu 145, and third menu 195 is the last menu In a hierarchy 
scheme of item selection system 100, second menu space 135 may not include a 
menu. Specifically, In this embodiment, when cursor 190 selects one of the Items 
in third menu 195, the selection process is complete, and the user will be able to 
view the selected movie, play the selected game, or the like. Nevertheless, when 
third menu 195 replaces second menu 145, and third menu 195 is not the last 
menu in the hierarchy scheme of item selection system 100, a fourth menu (not 
shown) may replace third menu 1 95 within second menu space 1 35. Additionally, 
If the user selects an item in a panel it will have further sub menus and since 
current sub-menu will be replaced with sub-sub menu and that sub menu has to 
go to the previous panel. It will readily be understood by those of ordinary skill in 
the art that this replacement process may continue until the last menu available 
to the user is positioned in first menu space 1 30. (Sommer, Paragraph 0043). It 
would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the Invention to 
add this concept of panel replacement to Shalit's third panel selection, Freeze's 
navigation and McCollum's menu replacement. 
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Claims 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by 
Shalit et al., US 5,714,971 in view of Freeze, Internet Explorer 5, 1999 in 
further view of l\AcCollum, US 20030112467 in further view of Sommer, US 
20040100504 in further view of Clarke, US 7,062,453. 

Regarding Claim 22, Slialit, Freeze, McCollum, Sommer teacii all of Claim 
1 . See the rejection of Claim 1 for details. Sommer discloses the concept of 
plurality panels/menus, wherein third menu 195 is not the last menu in the 
hierarchy scheme of item selection system 1 00, a fourth menu (not shown) may 
replace third menu 195 within second menu space 135. It will readily be 
understood by those of ordinary skill in the art that this replacement process may 
continue until the last menu available to the user is positioned in first menu space 
130. (Sommer, Paragraph 0043). 

Shalit, Freeze, McCollum does not specifically disclose the claimed aspect 
of number of static panels may be selected by a user in accordance with a user 
preference, however Clarke discloses the claimed aspect in FIGs. 2, 5A, wherein 
the number of submenus is not limited to five. A greater or lesser number of 
submenus may be used for each product category, depending on how many 
refined or specific subcategories or desired (preference). (Clarke, Column 4, 
lines 20-25). It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to add this feature of preferred number of panels/menus to Shalit's 
plurality of panel, Freeze's navigation and McCollum's menu replacement, 
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Sommer's menu replacement because this would allow the user to use the 
interface efficiently specially in small screen devices. 



Regarding Claim 23, Shalit, Freeze, McCollum, Sommer, Clarke teach all 
of Claim 22. See the rejection of Claim 1 for details. Sommer discloses the 
concept of plurality panels/menus, wherein third menu 195 is not the last menu in 
the hierarchy scheme of item selection system 100, a fourth menu (within the 
range of 0-8) (not shown) may replace third menu 1 95 within second menu space 
1 35. It will readily be understood by those of ordinary skill in the art that this 
replacement process may continue until the last menu available to the user is 
positioned in first menu space 130. (Sommer, Paragraph 0043). 

Shalit, Freeze, McCollum does not specifically disclose the claimed aspect 
of the number of static panels are in the range of 0-8, however Clarke discloses 
the claimed aspect in FIGs. 2, 5A, wherein the number of submenus is not limited 
to five(within range 0-8). A greater or lesser number of submenus may be used 
for each product category, depending on how many refined or specific 
subcategories or desired (preference). (Clarke, Column 4, lines 20-25). It would 
be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to add this 
feature of preferred number of panels/menus to Shalit's plurality of panel, 
Freeze's navigation and McCollum's menu replacement, Sommer's menu 
replacement because this would allow the user to use the interface efficiently 
specially in small screen devices. 
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Regarding Claim 24, Shalit, Freeze, IVIcCollum, Sommer, Clarke teach all 
of Claim 22. See the rejection of Claim 1 for details. Sommer discloses the 
concept of plurality panels/menus, wherein third menu 195 is not the last menu in 
the hierarchy scheme of Item selection system 100, a fourth menu (within the 
range of 0-8) (not shown) may replace third menu 1 95 within second menu space 
1 35. It will readily be understood by those of ordinary skill in the art that this 
replacement process may continue until the last menu available to the user is 
positioned In first menu space 130. (Sommer, Paragraph 0043). 

Shalit, Freeze, McCollum does not specifically disclose the claimed aspect 
of the number of static panels depend on the content to be browsed by a user 
and the amount of detail the user wishes to be shown, however Clarke discloses 
the claimed aspect in FIGs. 2, 5A, wherein the number of submenus is not limited 
to five. A greater or lesser number of submenus may be used for each product 
category, depending on how many refined or specific subcategories 
(subcategories have content, the more menu/panel the more content and detail) 
or desired (preference). (Clarke, Column 4, lines 20-25). It would be obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to add this feature of 
preferred number of panels/menus' content to Shalit's plurality of panel, Freeze's 
navigation and McCollum's menu replacement, Sommer's menu replacement 
because this would allow the user to use the interface efficiently specially in small 
screen devices. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 

applicant's disclosure. See 892 for more and details. 



1 ) Holtzblatt et al., US 20010038395, "Method and System for Accessing 
Information, history panel". Paragraph 0034, navigation panel; the history 
panel is updated. 

2) Bergsten et al., US 20030001907, "Method and Apparatus For 
Scrollable Cross-Point Navigation In A User Interface". 

3) Minard, US 6,247,020, Navigation pane include selecting of a current 
node, navigation pane is updated. Column 9, lines 4-12. 

4) Wassom, US 7,617,458, "Managing Navigation and History 
Information", Column 2, lines 30-43. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to ECE HUR whose telephone number is (571 ) 
270-1972. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs 7:30am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, BORIS PESIN can be reached on 571-272-4070. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. Information regarding the status of an application may 
be obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. 



Application/Control Number: 10/596,901 Page 18 

Art Unit: 2172 

Status information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 
(toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

December 3, 201 1 
/Ece Hur/ 
E.H. /e.h. 



/Boris Pesin/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2172 



